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nardo to keep her boy, had left for India; consequently
she took the form to a person who persuaded her not to
fill it in, but to permit him to write Barnardo requesting
the boy's transference to a Catholic Home. This letter,
which contained no authorization from Mrs. Gossage save
the unknown writer's word, was dated November nth
(Sunday), and was received at the Homes, with over one
thousand other  letters, next day. But, owing to distant
appointments, illness and a Continental rest, it was not
heard of by Barnardo until after the boy had sailed. More-
over, it was not till January, 1889, that any authorization
to transfer the boy was sent by Mrs. Gossage herself; and
it proceeded from the "Southam Union35, where she was
now an inmate. Meanwhile, too, it was ascertained that the
boy's father was a Wesleyan Methodist, who before death
had expressly desired that the lad be raised a Protestant:
though, two years after his death, when the boy was six,
the mother, under persuasion, had him baptized a Catholic,
These, in skeleton, were the facts known when Mrs.
Gossage applied for a Writ of habeas corpus against Barnardo.
And after hearing the case in Chambers, Mr, Justice Mathew,
on March isth, 1889, refused the Writ.
But Manning and his lieutenants bided their time. And
a few months later, a decision favourable to them in the
"Tye Case", caused them to reopen the Gossage Case in
the Divisional Court: the salient fact in the Tye Case being
that Barnardo, despite a letter received from the child's
mother revoking permission, had sent it to Canada,1
In the Divisional Court a sensational plea was put for-
ward that Barnardo, in violation of the law, was robbing
poor mothers of their holiest rights. And so subtle was the
onslaught that not only was a writ of habeas corpus issued
against Barnardo (November soth, 1889), but actually the
1 The Poor Law Commission, which sat from 1894 till 1896, recommended
that power be given to Boards of Guardians, etc., to do just what Barnardo
did in the Tye Case, viz. send children to Canada without parents* consent,
when such action was for the children's good.